
FOREIGN CLAIMS SETTLEMENT COMMISSION
OF THE UNITED STATES

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20S7~

IN THE MATTER OF THE ~LAIM OF

Claim No. CU-0035
HOWAED H. EEECH

Decision No. CU-    ~ 3

Under Title II of the WarClaims Act of 1948, as
amended by Public Law 87.846

This claim, against the Government of C~ba, under Title V of the

International Claims Settlement Aut of 1949, as amended., for an unspecified

.... amount was presented by HOWARD H. I~ECH based upon the asserted ownership

o£ certain land located on the Isle of Pine~, Cuba; Claimant states that

he has been a national o£ the United States since his birth on April 14~

1908 in Columbus, Ohio.

Under Section 503 of the International Claims Settlement Act of 1949,

as amended (64 Star. 12; 69 Star. 562; 72 Star. 527; 78 Star. III0; 79 Star.

988) the Con~nission is given jurisdiction over claims of nationals of the

United States against the Government of Cuba. That section provides that

,the Commission shall receive and determine in accordanoe with applicable

substantive law, including international law, the amount and validity of

claims by nationals of the United States aga!gst the Government of Cuba

arSsing since JanBary I, 1959 for

(a) ¯ ¯ ¯ losses resul~igg £~om thenatlonallza~ion,
expropriatlon~ interven~!o~or other taking of, or "
special measures directed aga!n~t~ property including
any rights or interests therei~ ownedwholly or
partially~ directly or indlr~¢tly a~ the time by
nationals of the United States~ ¯ ¯ ¯

Section 504 of the Act pro~de~, as to Ownership of Cla~Ims, that

(a) A claim shal! not be considered under section 503 (a)
of_this title unless the property on which the claim was.
based was owned whollyor partL~lly, directly or indirectly
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by a national of the United States on the date o£ the loss
and if ¢Onsldered shall be considered only to the extent
the clalmhas been held by one or more nationals of the
United States ~On~!n~o~S~y thereafter until the date of
filing with the Commission.

This claim is based upon the asserted taki~ of certain uni~.proved

real estate located on the IsI~ of. Pines and described as follows:

40 acres, !or 4~, section 9~ Finca Ohio~

102~ square meters, lot 15, section 6~ Parcel 185, Finca Ohio~

20 acres, Mitad .No~te lot S, section 4!, San Pedro.

Claimant ~ontends ~hat hlslate mother qu!~laimed the

property to him and that he has iD his possession deeds numbered 18 and

He contends further that even ~ho~gh he does no~ have specific evidence

that the subject property was tak~ by the Government of Cuba~ he has in

effect lost control over the

On June 20, 196~, the ~ommlsslo~made suggestions concerning ~h~

type of evidence necessary to establish this clalm under the Act~ includ-

ing proof of claimant’s United States nationality, a description of the

realty and proof of the ownership, takin~ and value of the subject prop~

ertyo By letter dated AUguSt 16, 1966~ cl~imant stated he has a passport

number F 1024 188 which establlshes-hls nationality, the original deeds

numbered 18 and 58 and ta~ r@ce~ptS. However, such evidence was not

submitted to the ~ommission. He s~ated further that he did not have

specific evidence of the £aki~g of the realty by the Government of Cuba

nor evidence of the value ~£ the subject property.

On August 18, ~966, the ~ommlssion requested that copies of the

papers reflecting the owne~shlp of the property accompanied by transla-

tions of pertinent pa~s be. furnished. On Septembe~ ~7, !966, claimant

was reminded of the e~dence necessary to establish this claim. By letter

of October 6, 1966, claimant stated: "I am ~ot in any position to furnish

any more proof than contained in this letter." However, claimant did not

actually submit the orlglna~ documents or copies thereof. Claimant stated

further: "This property is o£ questionable value and I am in no position
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to go any further in trying to establish claim." On October II~ 1966 and

December 29, 1966, claimant was again reminded o£ the evidence necessary

to establish the claim. To date~ no a~ditlon~l evidence was furnished.°

The Con~ission finds~ therefore~ that claimant has failed to meet

the burden of proof in this claim and accordingly it is denied°

The Commission deems it unnecessary to make specific findings with

respect to other elements of this claim.

Dated at Washington~ D. C.~.
and entered as the Proposed
Decision of the Commission

JU. z m’

¢ommis

NOTICE: P~rs~ant ’to the Regulations of the Commissions if no object:ions
are filed within 15 days after service o= receipt of notice of this
Proposed Decision upon the expiration of 30 days after such service or
receip~ of notice~ the decision will be entered as the Fina! Decision
of the Gommission~ unless the Commission otherwise orders° (:F(~$C Rego~
45 G.F.R. 531o5(e) and (g) as amended~ 32 Fed° Reg. 412=13
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